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Inspiration
• This area is under-explored and not current. Lisa Palmer's 2014 
article about health sciences IRs was one of the few found.
• Survey questions regarding medical IRs in the Association of 
Academic Health Sciences Libraries (AAHSL) were basic and did not 
survey the landscape to the authors’ satisfaction.
Inspiration continued
• Discovered Survey of law institutional repositories from Kincaid C. 
Brown at the University of Michigan law school.
• With recent acquisition (August 2, 2017) of Bepress by Elsevier (used 
by a number of medical school IRs), the idea of taking a pulse of 
medical IRs seemed apropos.
Methodology
• Using REDCap, we developed a 22-question survey that was 
sent to all medical libraries that are members of Association of 
Academic Health Sciences Libraries (AAHSL) (151 libraries). 
• The invitation to participate was sent through the AAHSL 
listserv.
• The survey was open for responses beginning Wednesday, 
December 8, 2017 and was closed on Friday, January 12, 2018.
Goals of project
• To gain an understanding of the medical IR landscape and 
have findings that could be cited.
• To analyze the findings and share highlights at conferences 
(such as this one).
• To write a more comprehensive article (in process).
Responses
• Total of 63 responses out of 151 libraries (41.7%)
• 10 incomplete responses (not usable)
• 3 duplicate responses (consulted libraries for clarification)
• 50 usable responses for analysis
○ 15 institutions do not currently have an IR
○ 35 responses (23% of surveys sent) from institutions with 
IRs were analyzed
Survey questions
• 22 questions
• Covered: respondent demographics & ownership of IR, 
workforce, content (volume and type of deposits), platform, 
special features/initiatives/mandates, future plans... 
• Highlights of some findings will follow
Selected Findings
How many medical libraries have IRs?
CHOICE White Paper 
• 151 survey participants
• 5 platforms: @600 IRs in an estimated 500 organizations in 
North America
Luther, Judy. “The Evolving Institutional Repository Landscape.” ACRL/Choice, publisher. 2018. http://choice360.org/librarianship/whitepaper. 
Licensed under CC BY-NC 4.0
Which platform is your institution using? 
CHOICE White Paper
Medical schools and IRs: administer own or use institution-wide IR?
● 21 Institution 
Wide
● 14 Own 
Medical IR
Number of deposits in IRs
35 IRs
• 115,246 (largest)
• 50 (smallest)
Median IR size:
• 11,738.5
Based on current number of items, estimate % of original content
What resources are being deposited? 
How are items deposited in your IR? (Select all that apply)
How is your IR staffed? 
In past 12 months any changes to your IR? (Jan-Dec 2017) 
And in the next 12-24 months what are the plans regarding your institution? 
(Through Dec 2019)
Do you anticipate your institution will migrate from current IR platform? 
Themes from Respondents
Themes
Limitations of This Study
-Focus on traditional medical and academic health sciences 
libraries (members of AAHSL).
-Only surveyed medical IRs; may not be representative of larger IR 
community.
-Small sample size. 
Conclusions: Interesting Findings
• 15 of 50 respondents did not have IRs
• 7 are considering options while 8 are not actively considering 
IR implementation (at all)
• 2010 was a popular year for IR creation (6) NIH mandate went 
live April 2008
Conclusions: Interesting Findings continued
• 3 IRs have 0 original content (We presume only journal 
articles)
• Though survey sample size was not large, findings seem to 
confirm some presumptions and build on findings of the 
AAHSL basic surveys’ basic questions
Potential Plans Moving Forward
• Expand survey to other medical institutions beyond AAHSL 
institutions (chiropractic, osteopathic institutions, health 
associations etc, hospitals.)
• Use MLA list of institutional membership organizations that 
are not in AAHSL membership pool (to expand on survey)
• Repeat survey periodically
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